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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Clalm(s) 1-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) \Z\ Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) 1-15 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 12 May 2005 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tlie fee set fortli in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has 
been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 6/2/2009 has been entered. 

Response to Argument 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to the subject matter of the instant claims have been 
fully considered but are not persuasive. 

2. As per claim 1 and 9, Applicant asserts (a) prior-art does not teach that the privacy 
policy identifying the usage data sought to be harvested and an intended use for the usage data 
and (b) see usage data as defined in SPEC page 1 / line 5-19. Examiner respectfully 
disagrees because Examiner notes the user's "Capabilities and Preference lnformation"(CPI), 
as taught by Nilsson (Para [0005]) constitutes a part of usage data in accordance with the 
common meaning of this term and besides, only minimal privacy information is provided to the 
origin server about a user (Nilsson: Para [0014] / Last sentence) - This is also consistent with 
the disclosure of the instant specification indicating the usage data is defined in the privacy 
policy (SPEC: Page 1 / Line 30 - 31). Besides, Examiner note the user receives and accepts 
the origin servers privacy policy as Nilsson teaches "if the user or user agent accepts the origin 
servers privacy policy, the Capabilities and Preference lnformation"(CPI) may be transmitted to 
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the origin server (Nilsson: Para [0015] Line 6-8) and only minimal privacy information is 
provided to the origin server about a user (Nilsson: Para [0014] Last sentence) and as such 
Applicant's arguments are respectfully traversed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e)the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Nilsson et 
al. (U.S. Patent 2003/0041 100). 

As per claim 1 and 9, Nilsson teaches a method of harvesting usage data from a 
receiver configured to detect and store such usage data (Nilsson: Para [0005], Para [0006] and 
Para [0015] Line 6-8: (a) the user receives and accepts the origin servers privacy policy and 
(b) personal usage profile is stored at the user side and communicated to the origin web site / 
server), comprising: 

at said receiver (see above), 

receiving a privacy poiicy identifying the usage data sought to be harvested and 
an intended use for the usage data (Nilsson : Para [0005], Para [0015] Line 6-8, Para [0006] 
Line 5-8 Para [0027] and Para [0014] Last sentence: (a) the user's "Capabilities and 
Preference lnformation"(CPI), as taught by Nilsson (Para [0005]) constitutes a part of usage 



Application/Control Number: 10/534,808 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2431 

data in accordance with the common meaning of this term and besides, only minimal privacy 
information is provided to the origin server about a user (Nilsson: Para [0014] / Last sentence) - 
This is also consistent with the disclosure of the instant specification indicating the usage data is 
defined in the privacy policy (SPEC: Page 1 / Line 30 - 31) and (b) the user or user agent 
accepts the origin servers privacy policy, the CPI may be transmitted to the origin server where 
only minimal privacy information is provided to the origin server about a user); 

at said receiver determining whether a received privacy policy is acceptable (Para 
[0006] Line 5 - 8 : by comparing between the privacy policy of the server and the privacy 
preference of the user); and 

if acceptable, selecting from the receiver's store the usage data identified in the 
privacy policy and transmitting the usage data to the sender of the privacy policy (Para 
[0015] Line 6-10 and Para [0014] Last sentence: transmitted back to the original web site / 
server). 

4. Claims 1 - 7 and 9 - 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Koike et al. (U.S. Patent 2003/0084300). 

As per claim 1 and 9, Koike teaches a method of harvesting usage data from a receiver 
(Koike: Para [0030] and Para [0013] Line 1 - 4) configured to detect and store such usage data 
(Koike: Para [0036] Line 6 and [0046] - [0049]: privacy reference and direct identifier are part of 
the usage data, which also consistent with the disclosure of the instant specification indicating 
the usage data is defined in the privacy policy (SPEC: Page 1 / Line 30 - 31 )), comprising: 
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at said receiver (Figure 1 : relatively with respect to the server, the privacy data 
administrator and the terminal device constitute parts of the receiver that receive the data / 
policy from the server), 

receiving a privacy policy identifying tlie usage data souglit to be liarvested and 
an intended use for the usage data (Koike : Para [0036] Line 4-5, Para [0032] Line 3-4 
and Para [0013] Line 3 - 4 & Figure 1 / Element 100 and 120: (a) relatively with respect to the 
server, the privacy data administrator and the terminal device constitute parts of the receiver 
that receive the data / policy from the server including not only the broadcasting information 
such as the service / program data but also the privacy policy data from a broadcasting server 
(Koike: Figure 1 / Element 100 and 120) and (b) the purpose of collecting usage data 
constitutes "an intended use for the usage data" to meet the claim language (Koike: Para [0032] 
Line 3 - 4)); 

at said receiver determining wlietlier a received privacy policy is acceptable (Koike 
: Para [0021] Line 7 -10); and 

if acceptable, selecting from the receiver's store the usage data identified in the 
privacy policy and transmitting the usage data to the sender of the privacy policy (Koike : 

Para [0021] Line 7-10: provide / transmit the privacy usage data of the user to the server upon 
the successful comparison between the privacy policy of the server and the privacy preference 
of the user). 

As per claim 2, Koike teaches the receiver presents a received privacy policy to a user, 
and acceptance or otherwise of said policy is determined by user input (Koike : Para [0040]). 
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As per claim 3 and 11, Koike teaches the receiver formats the received privacy policy 
prior to presentation to the user (Koike : Para [0040]: present in a form of inquiry to the user). 

As per claim 4 and 12, Koike teaches the receiver stores privacy policy preference data 
for a user and, based on the same, determines automatically whether a received privacy policy 
is acceptable (Koike : Para [0036] Line 7-10: the controller determines automatically). 

As per claim 5, Koike teaches determining acceptance includes a process of negotiation 
between the receiver user and the sender of the privacy policy (Koike : Para [0006] / [0036] / 
[0040] / [0147]: a negotiation process represents mutual agreements between the server and 
the user with respect to the privacy policy and privacy preference). 

As per claim 6 and 13, Koike teaches a received privacy policy may be partly accepted, 
with only a part of the requested usage data being transmitted as a result (Koike : Para [0147] : 
not including all personal private information in all situations). 

As per claim 7 and 14, Koike teaches the receiver removes direct identifiers for the user 
from the usage data prior to transmitting to the sender of the privacy policy (Koike : Para [0147] 
: the email address may be removed). 

As per claim 10, Koike teaches an output device wherein the control means presents a 
received privacy policy to a user (Koike : Para [0040] and [0041]), and user input means by 
operation of which a user determines acceptance or otherwise of said policy (Koike : Para 
[0040]: based on the determination from the user terminal device). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nilsson et al. (U.S. Patent 2003/0041100), in view of Blasko (U.S. Patent 2001/0049620). 

As per claim15 (and 8), Nilsson does not disclose expressly the broadcast receiver is a 

broadcast television receiver. 

Blasko teaches the broadcast receiver is a broadcast television receiver (Blasko : Para 

[0083] / [01 16] : a technique of digital cable television and set-top box is a also conditional 

access broadcast services and access technique). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Blasko within the system of Nilsson because 
(a) Nilsson teaches protecting the user privacy between the server and the user based on the 
privacy policy and privacy preference (Nilsson : Para [0005], Para [0015], Para [0006], Para 
[0027] and Para [0014]) and (b) Blasko teaches that the user privacy can be protected at many 
different levels, e.g., complete anonymous or based on the P3P agent that provides security 
and protects user private information such as name, address, or telephone number in 
accordance with the W3C Platform for Privacy Preferences Project (P3P) standards to 
negotiate access to data in the P3P data set in a targeted advertising environment such as 
broadcast television environment (Blasko : Para [0066] / [0006] / [0089] / [0092] / [0094]). 
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6. Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koike 
et al. (U.S. Patent 2003/0084300), in view of Blasko (U.S. Patent 2001/0049620). 

As per claim15 (and 8), Keiko does not disclose expressly the broadcast receiver is a 

broadcast television receiver. 

Blasko teaches the broadcast receiver is a broadcast television receiver (Blasko : Para 

[0083] / [01 16] : a technique of digital cable television and set-top box is a also conditional 

access broadcast services and access technique). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Blasko within the system of Keiko because (a) 
Keiko teaches protecting the user privacy between the server and the user based on the 
privacy policy and privacy preference (Keiko: Abstract) and (b) Blasko teaches that the user 
privacy can be protected at many different levels, e.g., complete anonymous or based on the 
P3P agent that provides security and protects user private information such as name, address, 
or telephone number in accordance with the W3C Platform for Privacy Preferences Project 
(P3P) standards to negotiate access to data in the P3P data set in a targeted advertising 
environment such as broadcast television environment (Blasko : Para [0066] / [0006] / [0089] / 
[0092] / [0094]). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to LONGBIT CHAI whose telephone number is (571)272-3788. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William R. Korzuch can be reached on 571-272-7589. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Longbit Chai/ 

Longbit Chai E.E. Ph.D 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2431 
7/9/2009 



